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Appendix 3. — SuBC03(r»nTTEB Inquiries Regaroixo Public Access 
TO Warren "Commission Records i 

COIfdBESS or THE UlflTEO STATES, ^ 

House or Repeesszttatives, " 

^ « '^(^hington, D.O., October 8, 1975. 

Dr. Jaiccs B. Rhoads, 

Archivitt of tfie United States, 

National Archives and Records Service, 

Washington, D.O, / i . . .,r» 

Dear Dh. Rhoads: On Tuesday, October 7, members of the Subcommittee 
staff— Messrs. Timothy Ingramv Robert Fink, and William Florence— met with 
archivist Marlon Johnson and his superior, Mark O. Eckhoff, branch chief of 
» Fiscal section of the Civil Archives Division. 

Their discussion revolved around the current policies of the Archives with r^ 
gard to the Warren Commission t documents. As you know, this Subcommittee 
has oversight Jurisdiction over the Archives, as well as le^lative responsibility 
for the Freedom of Information Act and classification issues. 

Ihirsuant to that staff discussion, I am requesting that the following items be 
supplied to the Subcommittee by Friday afternoon, October 10. if possible, but 
no later than Tuesday, October 14 ; 

Copies of all agency reviews of the .Warren Commission flies, including the 
I960 nnd 1970 reviews conducted concerning access limitations and security 
class! flea tlons done by the FBI, CIA, State Department, Treasury, and Defen.se 
Derwrtments. Include the names of agency personnel, if known, who personally 
conducted and were responsible for these reviews, as well as those who ore cur- 
rently responsible for such reviewa^ 

r- (2) J^etters from the TreasuryjDepartment and/or Internal Revenue Service 
TOncerning the release of tax retij^ns of individnals contained In the Commission 
flies. Including a 1073 IRS letter on the subject ^ 

(8) Any legal briefs prepared by the Archives or General Services Adminlatra- 
tton legal staff on the question of the authority of the Warren Commission under 
Exwutlve Order 10601 to classify Its own documents, minutes, and other papers. 
Including a GSA brief filed in litigation brought in 1072 by plaintiff Harold 
Wel.«»berg challenging the authority of the Commission to so classify. 

(4) Archives instructions for challenging questionable security cla.sslflcations 
retained on documents originated by other agencies, Including classifications 
obviously violative of poUcy in Executive Order 11652. (Examples : Warren Com- 
September 15, 1975, Classified Confidential, and Ex- 
hibit ].T;)9, dated June 17, 1964, clasalfled Top Secret) 

Archives personnel who have r^ponslblllty under Executive 
Orter 11652 to authorise the downgrading or declassification of Warren Com- 
mission documents. 

(6) A deflnltive listing of all Warren Commission documents now In the 
poascsslon of the Archives which are currently classified pursuant to Executive 
Order 11652, describing the document the agency which assigned the classifica- 
tion marking, and the current level of classlflcatlon so assigned. 

poUcy regarding investlgadve files, A copy of a 1061 letter from 
the FBI to the Archives recommending a 75-ycar restriction on access to In- 
vestigatlve files, plus other Archives communiques on the question to its staff 
or other agencies. 

(8) A listing of all Freedom of Information Act requests, since enactment of 
the Act, for access to Warren Commission documents, the items requested, and 
the disposition of each request, including a case citation for requests which went 
into litigation. 

(9) Physical evidence. A listing of all physical evidence generated by the 

Commission Investigation into. the assassination of the President, inclnd* 
ing autopsy reports, clothing, weapon (a) * and other materials,. f • . .? ^ 

(57) ^ 
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most people feel tliat tlie^ documents serve no purpose in being* classic 
fied. Would you agree withJihat? 

Dr. Rhoads. I would agree that by far'lhe large bulk of the records 
'Of the Warren Commission can and should be open and are open. 

Jils. Abzuo. What should be withheld ? 

Dr. Rhoads. I think the kinds of documents that Mr. Belin men- 
tioned as being appropriate for continued withholding in the records 
of the Rockefeller Commission are basically the same 

y Ms. Abzuo. I am talking about the documents in your possession. Is 
it not so that every one of those documents should be declassified, and 
in view of the fact that you have mistakenly held those documents in 
classified condition, do you not have a responsibility to act and make 
clear to the public ancf to the researchers that these documents are 
available in declassified form ? 

Dr. Rhoads. We have declassified, with the cooperation of the 
agencies, a gooil deal of material. With regard to the material that 
remains classified, most of that is classified by autliori^ of the agen- 
cies which furnished tlmt information to the Warren Commission. 

The other information, which may still remain chissified, where the 
Warren (Commission itself, rightly or wi*ongly, exercised an independ- 
ent authority, has been declassified by us to the extent that it can be. 
witlioiit having a contradictory situation with regard to the internal 
i*ecords of the ('ommiasion as against the materials that woi*e fur- 
nished to it by other agencies. 

Anzuu. I have great difficulty in following this, because we 
have a very intci-esting situation here^ 

If, indeed, there has been no classification authority, then it ^ms 
/ to me what you are doing is tracing back the classification, and if it 
^ is invalid then it is invalid. You cannot subsequently say that some 
agency Ls making it valid. 

Dr. Rhoads. Perha|>s tliis will tend to clarify that : It is information 
that is classifie^l, not a document. 

^fs. .\bzuo. For 10 years! 

Dr. Rhoads. It could very well be. 

But it is information, and not the documents. 

Ms. Abzuo. Many of us who have talked about the Kennedy assassi- 
nation make clear that, if that information is made available to the 
public, it indeed would be helpful in tenns of settling the dispute or 
the unease and conccni of the people. 

Dr. Rhoads. I tliink if this information sliould be released, then 
tlmt might serve a useful purpose in the sense that vou are addressing. 

However, there is information still withheld that does relate to 
sources and metliods. The release of some would violate personal 
privacy. 

Ms. .\nzro. T>et me make it .simple. Yon have not even thought 
almut privacy. Yon did not think about it until we passed an act in 
1074. You did not think about freedom of information until wc passed 
the ninendmonts of 1074. Now you are jnotecting the ]>ublic and indi- 
viduals based upon these acts wliich we have attempted to pass, so that 
we could get the Constitution to work. 

/ Will you open up to public access those documents which were 
V created by the Commission without any classification authority, and 
which do not contain other properly classified agency information? 
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riieso do not contain otlier agency information Thcv in*;*- /»nnfn;« 
reporte originated by the Warreu Commisrion ^ 

ii,rf;!l7w»n public acceas to those classified documents, know- 

ing full well, as we all do sitting here in this hearing, that those docu- 
raents were never classified pursuant to any authoruv and 
doci^ents should ^ made available to the public. Indeed those docu- 

^nts, and pa^ of them are all over the place. They are’ declassified 
by actual practice, except in the Archives. ^ ueciassmeu 

Will you open up to acce® tliose documents classified bv the Com- 

information? ^ 

Dr. Rhoads. I think they are probaoly all open now. 

Dr •lere. I noted the word “probably.” 

Ms. Abztjo. I know you do not. ' ' * 

kW o' 

be happy to make a review of the situation. There 
^ to re^ew it again l7er! 

“ ‘ Pkilooophj „<! 

mJi like^ correct one misimpression or what T fear 

n ^^at the National A^hives was never inter- 

,t’'o of Porsonal privacy until Co" 
^ s pa. sed the Pnvacy Act last year is simply not correct. There is a 

to try to^drfw"^eil‘’!I ? “p 4 ° ^rove that it ha.s been onr practice 

rlMJrL ,n 1 ^ ^ carefully and conscientiously that very fine and 

Pol piH,7n»c P.POftant line between the public’s right to know and 
Ms. Abzug privacy, ever since the Archives came into effect, 

Afa. Anzno. I understand. 

wilTXv aSJ the conflict, because I think the two 

Win plnv against each other and we do not want you to do that 

pipor fwTi?' ^?,y'’*ole purpose is to do two things: one is to make 

eW tb«t *H,!. \ the other is to make 

tlTnss f^ovemment does not have a right to know certain 

TV. Rttoads. T am in sympathy with that. 

p 3. Anzun. In this committee we are dealing with that subiect everv 

owed on-tJir"r"‘ *^® the burLSrhls 

r instances I am sorry to say it is done to Dre- 

'r Pjopo^tions side by side. ° 

the National A rchWe^ ‘ ^ believe that is true of 

Ms. Anzno. The question is this. 






- ^ — IfTxon. In Nixon v. S*i 



•on, 389 F. Supp. 107 (D. O.C. 1975), the court re- 
J.etod th. th.t who w«. not p.rtle. to tb. Hlxon-S..v.n 

otreeunt, .nd hod no clot, of owner.blp tn tho MCtclala, thet.foro hod no 
otondln, to conttot tb. v.Udltp of th. .,ro.«,nt. Th. court r.J.ct.d th. 
«ch£l. c... to th. «t.nt th.t It w.. contr.ry. hut did not ,u..tlon th. 
v.Udlt)r of th. October J5 a,roeaent Itaelf. 389 T. Supp. .t 120-33. 

It ohould h« notad chat th. opinion and declalon of Jud,. llchap 
In gla on v. Sacapoon uaa aub.aqu.ncly acajad by th. O.s. Court of Appaal. for 
th. Dlatrlec of Colunbl. Circuit pending colutlon of conAtutlonal qu.atlona 
by . three-Jod,. court. Mixon ». Richey. 513 r. 2d 430 (D.C. Cir. 1975). The 
.ulhorlty of the Mixon v. Saupaon opinion la cherefora uncla.r at thla tine. 
Mention ahould alao he nad. of th. declalon of the D.C. Circuit, olttlo* m 
SS2£. *" j^ Uber g v. o. s. Depe rcnrot of Juatlee. <89 T. 2d 1195 (D.C. Clr. 
1973), holdln, that certain necarUla, chiefly hoU.t. and fra,nenca, which 
were collected by th. P.8.I., „.r, .xe.pt fro. dl.clo.ur. under the Preedo. of 
Infor«clon Act under the acc.ptlon for Inveaclgacory fll*.' conplled for law 
enforcenent purpoaea. 5 O.S.C. 552(h)(7) (1970). (Ih. 1974 ..ondnent. to 
th. ACC enended the lnv..tl,.tory file, .,eaq.tlon and therefor, any have af. 
faced Che authority of the Melaberx caae. Sec Public Uw 93-502). 

In vl«, of the holdln, of the Mlchol. caae. w. conclude that the 
October 29. 1968 .,re.a«nt. and the reatrlctlooa contained therein, la valid 
•nd binding on the Onltad States Covemnent. 
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List of Documents That the National Archives Has Been Unable To Locate 
IN THE Records or the Warren Commission 

[This list has been compiled from the “List of Basic Source Materials’* of the 
Commission and the correspondence of the National Archives with the most 
active researohers on the records of the Commission. Some of the items re* 
quested by researchers are not known to have been in the possession or under 
the control of the Commission, and some Items of evidence wore apparently 
returned to the owners of this evidence.] 



Commission Document 61 on the “List of Basic Source Materials*’ of the 
Commission, formerly Hated as missing, is now regarded as duplication of the 
entry for OD 60. Both entries have the' same date (December 3, 1063) . and 
were listed as received from FBI Special Agent O’Flaherty In New York. 

OD 102— File of Attorney General of Texas on Oswald submitted by letter 
of January 11, 1904 (Full description with missing jwurts marked has been 
fumisbed to the Subcommittee for the record). (See below.) 

Part (b) (1) of OD 362 — Card from Howard G. Chilton Jr. to Sovereign Club 
Inc. 

Transmittal letter of OD 874. 

Part (b) of CD 598 — Instructions as to use of immigration forms. 

Preliminary memorandum in the Coleman-Slawson area of the Report dated 
before January 27, 1964. 

Letter of December 18, 1063 from Leon JawoFskl’ to the Commission expressing 
thanks for courtesies and wiBlngness to assist In any way. 

Letter of July 5, 1064 from David Bella commenting on the Report of the 
Commission. ^ ^ ^ 

* Letter of J. I^ee Rankin to the Commissioners, transmitting a draft of (chapter 
8 of the Report dated August 4, 1064. . 

Letter of David Belln to J. I<ee Rankin, January 23, 1064, on Interrogation 
of Oswald by Dallas Police Department 

Letter of February 7, 1064 from Workers Defense League to the Commission. 

Letter of January 30, 1964 from Waggoner Carr to the Commission. 

The first 80 pages of a draft of Chapter 8 of the Report. 

Original draft of a letter of May 20, 1064 from J. Lee Rankin to J. Edgar ^ 
Hoover (referred to In memorandum of Howard WiUens of May 7, 1964 to 
Rankin). ^ . 

Memorandum of December 28, 1963 by Howard Willens setting forth proposed 
procedures for the Commission. 

Article by Lonnie Hudkina of Houston Post which was attadied to letter or 
Leon Jaworski of May 18, 1964 to Rankin. 

Report of Interview of Lonla Kntner during week of November 24, 1963. 

Request to Lt Jack RevlU for records relating to possible proCastro demon- 
stration by Oswald In Dallaa, to which Commission Exhibit 1409 was the 



response. 

FBI memorandum of September 14, 1964, and Its attachments, which were an 
enclosure to Commission Exhibit j ^ 

Memorandum mentioned in Dr. Humes’s tesHmouy as being attached to 
President Kennedy’s coat , ^ . 

Letter of J. Edgar Hoover to J. Lee Rankin, Aiudl 10, 1964 (cover letter for 
Commission Document 778). . , 

Draft of part of report of September 8, 1964 by Wesley J. Llebeler relating to 

^^Mmorand^ (60 p.) of Ball and Belln concerning identity of the assassin 
(there Is a BaU-Belln memorandum (288 p.) of February 25, 1964 on thls^ . 
subject In the records). 

(63) 
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l.lmseTof ®«"ltln concerning the vjirioii.-i 

Co.,nS^U'MUs wounT^^ November 28. 1»«3 quoting Governor 

to tl/e Chnirman'^ alfo«^*he%BI^re General Katzenbacb, December 9, 1W«, 

J^arm—W in a 

^ Jlwelpta by Commleeion for slides of bone fragments in Commission Document 

concerning e:tpedlting the KBI investi- 
I>etter of Leon .Taworskl to Rankin. May R 1964 
^^^Letter of Doubleday Co. to J. Lee Rankin. May i. 1964. concerning Rankin's 

fo,w^?n^hXxas^S^w^^^ C" -"•‘cnt shell.M 

ntemorand«m of .Tune R., 

2 Sr ““1 “decree of notes on Chapters 

^ concerning Richard Nlron 

a; ?."u, 

Memoraudum of May 21 1964 hv WaaIav t t report. 

s„-; wr."4ys'SL;x.w; 

r^ver letter for Commission Document 1537 

»>y Ba» and Bella to early June 1964. 

February 18.”i!m by G^flin*^** V of the Report other than one of 

Srts^Tr 

“'® ‘i'f '""ents Hated In Secret Service receipt In CD 371 

PBT reenactment of assassination 

A A*.n, G,„, .0 

Secret Service report of interview with David Wayne Hou«?a 

eSasiS" '"«■ ““ ■“ w~« U..K1 1,, ,h, 

S.SJ?.' Krt‘wm.ll“ • »< I«"~ry 11, IIKM from Clarlo. 

Dr^M^® with PhlUp Oeiuci and Dr. Stanley L. 

interview with mother of PhlUp Geracl III 
Material relating to Rev. Jerry Owen. 

^cords relntinff to Doynhn Calixtaa (ailng Dione Turner) 

;;£HSr' s‘s 

SS3S.S”" r ;r™ 

rifldnal re^rt from which CD 1534 was paraphrased. 

Sf S,f K'.?i,'S,»a ” »■“" 

Document Identified with Secret Service Control No 773 .- 



of April 16. 1904 (no reporter’s notes for . 
surtTmeeUns j^g^lnst ^a. ' 

'taFwrTrfr.K“S'H»““ i>?“" •' ■''“ ■•''•''■*"•'*' ”"*" °' “ 

"iT^'iTA NO. 80 «7 m «• SiSSro^oAtto 

* «y.^,S'S”."."clo. .8101. tl.0 Sorrico U.0 Co.oo 

f ft Obtain from those ngencleiR). .ti • . *, 

OT41)S S.S. Control also missing from the pub- 

Commission’s records. wDSU-TV Him of Osx^ nld handing out Fair Play 

,.xu’io'r,iss^^ 

...rr^jK r;s;.“!.r“i.^”.'t.o...»' ».8.o «... «.....»>■ 
ffi.;i“;., ....... o> N..« ''■ >■“''• '" 

“covorl... 1.1..«» o. “T°“traSlf «rc!V'“oSoJw No“Sb«. k lO® 

President Kennedy except 

ami .mines .T. Rowley “f ^8 ^glnal copies of autopsy report. 

sii.”.vs"'n«si.m‘: «c» ......1.- «'.8 p8.."«™o8«” -“>• 

Ing to the Rssnsslnatlon. shanevfelt (FBI Laboratory photographic ex- 

One of two Marr Moorman photographs. 

X.S taken by George Phenlx and Thomas Alyea. 

Pictures taken by Ron Reimna. toward Triple Underpass. , 

'pESrafoS ?ihSreS‘coS 

tics evident. _ „ ^ ..«.eivedby Secret Service. >/ 
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Photograiihs referred to In Commission Doenment 1563 

referred to In various documents relating to the story of Svivia 

Odio [about her alleged tneetiBg with Oswald] * 7 or ayivia 

jccords referred to In Commission Document 1540 

2 My"""' ™'“ *"'■ »“"■«■» 0®« «»n«n.liij „„st. m 

^ Film of motorcade on e 1^ fftree? to Sfaief Kecords Building, 
herself to FBI to Detroit as Mrs. Beck * ^ woman Identifying 

b.v*’^nTno«m^KraphTr" ^SBD In background 

ground. ^ James Powell In Dealey Plaza showtog^TSBlf to baSi- 

General of Texas by 

small maS key aVacto^”**' building with 

ttoipinnetond^onNoV”^^^^^ Field. Dallas, Tex., where Preslden- 

offlr n«vly^oi3fhoKft4ort 'DrT^t 

offense report (assault to murder) No. F86B64, John^ Connallv * ’ 

F!^e,meT/''^t^Sov' 30^vm’\t Mr° j‘"e “r 
tion^wb® ro'Sto J’ ^IPPlt and locn- 

evidence col1e^ed'.'^®""“"“"® Photographs of Lee Harvey Oswald and certain 

(n i srts flTe“ folZ'^^f of gun iM^ed by Lee Harvey Oswald. 

Ed,^ A Walker w^^^ attempted assassination of 

I^e^HUeToswald N^v.'h of operation security involving tran.sfer of 

/n\ o Jettera from attorneys requesting property of Lee Harvey Oswald 
KubVeas^^ Investigation bearing on but not directly connected with the Jack 

(r) 2 sets floor plan, Dallas Trade Mart. > , 

....11 ^ ^ photographs of shooting of Lee Harvev Oswald In basement of 
police and courts bldg. (Copied from TV and newspaper Sgraphs ^ 

subStW^***"** ®*hlblt H as mentioned to fl^le on General Walker previously 



